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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 03/16/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant mostly argues on pages 8+ of the 03/16/2009 Remarks that Zereski, Jr. 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,654,886) fails to specifically disclose "providing a plurality of 
audio recordings, wherein each audio recording corresponds to a particular condition 
and a particular speaker". 

In response to applicant's argument. Examiner respectfully disagrees. Zereski, 
Jr. et al. clearly disclose this feature in col. 3, lines 65-col. 4, line 18. The meteorologist 
(particular speaker) provides an audio recording (meteorologist records an oral forecast 
which is converted to a digital representation of the audio signal) corresponding to a 
particular condition (for example cloudy, sunny, rain, snow etc). Therefore, this claim 
limitation is taught by Zereski, Jr. et al. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 2-5, 7-8, 1 1-25 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 3, 5, 7-8, 11, 16-21 and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Zereski, Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,654,886) in view of 
Johnson et al. (U.S. Paten No. 6,961,061). 

Regarding claim 16, Zereski, Jr. et al. discloses a method for creating a video 
program, wherein the video program comprises a plurality of video segments and a 
plurality of audio segments, comprising: 

providing a plurality of audio recordings, wherein each audio recording 
corresponds to a particular condition and a particular speaker (see col. 3, lines 65-col. 
4, line 18); 

receiving a recently recorded video segment and a recently recorded audio 
segment associated with the recently recorded video segment, the recently recorded 
video segment and the recently recorded audio segment featuring a selected speaker 
(see col. 4, lines 12-18, lines 37-45); 

receiving data related to a plurality of conditions (see col. 4, lines 7-1 1 , figs 6 and 

7); and 

receiving a request for the video program from a remote device via a network, 
wherein the request specifies a selected condition (see col. 7, lines 54-col. 8, line 13); 
and 

in response to receiving the request: 

using at least the data related to the selected condition to create a new video 
segment having new content (see col. 8, lines 14-16, fig 8); 
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using at least one of tine audio recordings tliat corresponds to the selected 
condition and the selected speaker to create a new audio segment (see col. 8, lines 16- 
20, fig 8); 

associating the new audio segment with the new video segment (see col. 8, lines 
14-20); and 

combining the recently recorded video segment and the recently recorded audio 
segment with the new video segment and the new audio segment to create the video 
program (see col. 8, lines 53-63). 

However, Zereski, Jr. et al. fail to specifically disclose receiving a recently 
recorded live video featuring a speaker. 

Johnson et al. discloses receiving a recently recorded live video featuring a 
speaker (see col. 1, lines 25-36). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Zereski, Jr. et al.'s invention with the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by Johnson et al. for the advantage of presenting to a 
viewer as part of a televised weather presentation. 

Regarding claim 3, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above (see claim 16). Zereski, Jr. et al. disclose the method 
wherein the request for the video program includes a location parameter, and wherein 
the data is related to a location that corresponds to the location parameter (see col. 7, 
lines 66-col. 8, lines 13, fig 6-7). 
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Regarding claim 5, Zeresl<i, Jr. et al. and Jolinson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above (see claim 16). Zereski, Jr. et al. disclose the method 
wherein the selected condition corresponds to a weather condition (see col. 8, lines 28- 
31). 

Regarding claim 17, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above {see claim 16). Zereski, Jr. et al. disclose the method 
wherein the recently recorded video segment and the recently recorded audio segment 
include content directed to a time (7:30 am EST) and location (Washington D.C.) (see 
fig 7). 

Regarding claim 18, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above (see claim 16). Zereski, Jr. et al. disclose the method 
wherein the video program is transmitted to the remote device via the network (see col. 
2, lines 21-28, col. 7, lines 54-61). 

Regarding claim 19, Zereski, Jr. et al. discloses a method for creating a plurality 
of distinct video programs, comprising: 

receiving a plurality of requests from a plurality of remote devices via a network 
for the distinct video programs, wherein each request specifies a condition (see col. 2, 
lines 22-29, col. 5, lines 33-39); 
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for each of the requests, creating the requested video program by (see col. 5, 
lines 55-62): 

selecting a recently recorded video segment and a recently recorded audio 
segment associated with the recently recorded video segment that is relevant to the 
request, wherein the recently recorded video segment and the recently recorded audio 
segment both feature a selected speaker (see col. 7, lines 66-col. 8, line 27, fig 6); 

receiving data that is relevant to the condition specified by the request (see col. 
8, lines 28-31); 

using the data relevant to the condition specified to create a new video segment 
having new content (see col. 8, lines 28-41); 

selecting one or more audio recordings that correspond to the selected speaker 
and to the received data (see col. 2, lines 8-21); 

using the selected one or more audio recordings to create a new audio segment 
(see col. 2, lines 18-21); 

associating the new audio segment with the new video segment (see col. 2, lines 
18-21); and 

combining the recently recorded video segment and the recently recorded audio 
segment with the new video segment and the new audio segment to create the 
requested video program (see col. 8, lines 53-63); and 

delivering the requested video programs to the remote devices (see col. 4, lines 
65-col. 5, line 3, col. 7, lines 54-col. 8, line 7). 
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However, Zereski, Jr. et al. fail to specifically disclose receiving a recently 
recorded live video featuring a speaker. 

Johnson et al. discloses receiving a recently recorded live video featuring a 
speaker (see col. 1, lines 25-36). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Zereski, Jr. et al.'s invention with the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by Johnson et al. for the advantage of presenting to a 
viewer as part of a televised weather presentation. 

Regarding claim 7, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above {see claim 19). Zereski, Jr. et al. disclose the method 
wherein the selected condition corresponds to a weather condition (see col. 8, lines 28- 
31). 

Regarding claim 8, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above (see claim 19). Zereski, Jr. et al. disclose the method 
wherein the recently recorded video segment (fig 8 (140)) corresponds to a particular 
time period (see fig 8, col. 6, lines 48-56). 

Regarding claim 11, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above (see claim 19). Zereski, Jr. et al. disclose the method 
wherein at least one of the requests for the video programs include a location parameter 
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(Boston weather), and wherein the data is related to the location that corresponds to the 
location parameter (see fig 8, col. 6, lines 48-56). 

Regarding claim 20, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson at al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above (see claim 19). Zereski, Jr. et al. disclose the method 
wherein each request is associated with a different requestor (image requester, forecast 
requester, text requester) and wherein delivering the requested video programs 
comprises delivering each of the requested video programs to the associated requestor 
(see fig 3, col. 5, lines 33-col. 6, line 9). 

Regarding claim 21, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above (see claim 20). Zereski, Jr. et al. disclose the method 
wherein the requestor is an end user (see col. 2, lines 11-13). 

Regarding claim 23, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above (see claim 19). Zereski, Jr. et al. disclose the method further 
comprising storing the new video segment (see col. 3, lines 30-32, col. 4, lines 46-51). 

Regarding claim 24, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above (see claim 19). Zereski, Jr. et al. disclose the method 

wherein the data is non-video data (see fig 3 (70, 68)) (fig 7 (136)). 
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Claims 2, 4, 12-15 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Zeresl<i, Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,654,886) in view of Johnson et 
al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,961,061) and Inoue et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2002/0016963). 

Regarding claim 12, Zereski, Jr. et al. discloses a system for creating a video 
program comprising: 

a plurality of converters (see fig 1 (10, 12, 14, 16)), wherein a first converter (see 
fig 1 (14)) receives a data input that includes data related to a plurality of conditions 
(cloudy, sunny etc.) (see col. 3, lines 25-29) and creates a new video segment having 
new content based on selected data that corresponds to a selected condition (see col. 
5, lines 11-22); 

a linear frame buffer (see fig 3 (asset assembler, 80)) for assembling frames from 
the first video segment and frames from the new video segment to create the video 
program (see col. 6, lines 10-15), wherein the frames from the new video segment 
correspond to the selected condition and wherein the selected condition is received 
from a remote device via a network (see col. 2, lines 22-29, col. 6, lines 35-62); 

an audio database that stores a plurality of audio recordings, each audio 
recording corresponding to a particular condition and a particular speaker (see col. 3, 
lines 65-col. 4, line 18); and 

wherein the system creates a new audio segment that includes at least one of 
the audio recordings that corresponds to the selected condition and the selected 
speaker and synchronizes the new audio segment to the new video segment (see col. 
4, lines 52-col. 5, line 3, col. 7, lines 42-44). 
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However, Zereski, Jr. et al. fail to specifically disclose receiving a recently 
recorded live video featuring a speaker. 

Johnson et al. discloses receiving a recently recorded live video featuring a 
speaker (see col. 1, lines 25-36). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Zereski, Jr. et al.'s invention with the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by Johnson et al. for the advantage of presenting to a 
viewer as part of a televised weather presentation. 

However, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. are silent on a plurality of 
decoders supporting a plurality of encoding schemes, wherein a first decoder receives a 
first video input and decodes the first video input; and a plurality of encoders for 
receiving the video program and encoding the video program. 

Inoue et al. discloses a plurality of decoders (see fig 1 (8, 10)) supporting a 
plurality of encoding schemes, wherein a first decoder receives a first video input and 
decodes the first video input (see paragraph 0081 , lines 10-14); and 

a plurality of encoders (see fig 1 (2, 4)) for receiving the video program and 
encoding the video program (see paragraph 0080, lines 6-9, lines 21-26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al.'s 
invention with the above mentioned limitation as taught by Inoue et al. in order to keep 
secrecy of the information. 
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Regarding claim 13, Zeresl^i, Jr. et al., Jolinson et al. and Inoue et al. discloses 
everything claimed as applied above {see claim 12). Zereski, Jr. et al. discloses the 
system further comprising a video database for storing the new video segment (see col. 

3, lines 30-32, col. 4, lines 46-51). 

Regarding claim 14, Zereski, Jr. et al., Johnson et al. and Inoue et al. discloses 
everything claimed as applied above {see claim 12). Zereski, Jr. et al. discloses video 
input from a database (see col. 3, lines 30-32, col. 4, lines 46-51). 

Inoue discloses a first decoder (see fig 1 (8)). 

Regarding claim 15, Zereski, Jr. et al., Johnson et al. and Inoue et al. discloses 
everything claimed as applied above {see claim 12). Zereski, Jr. et al. disclose the first 
video input is in real-time (see col. 3, lines 32-36). 

Inoue discloses a first decoder (see fig 1 (8)). 

Regarding claim 2, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above {see claim 16). However, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et 
al. fail to specifically disclose encoding the video program using an encoding scheme 
that corresponds to the encoding parameter. 

Inoue et al. discloses the method wherein the request for the video program 
includes an encoding parameter, further comprising: 
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encoding tine video program using an encoding scheme tliat corresponds to the 
encoding parameter (see paragraph 0080, lines 6-9). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al.'s 
invention with the above mentioned limitation as taught by Inoue et al. in order to keep 
secrecy of the information. 

Regarding claim 4, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above {see claim 16). Zereski, Jr. et al. disclose combining the 
recently recorded video segment and the recently recorded audio segment with the new 
video segment and the new audio segment (see col. 8, lines 53-63). 

However, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. fails to specifically disclose the 
method wherein the recently recorded video segment is encoded, further comprising: 
decoding the recently recorded video segment. 

Inoue et al. discloses the method wherein the recently recorded video segment is 
encoded (see paragraph 0080, lines 6-9, lines 21-26), further comprising: 

decoding the recently recorded video segment (see paragraph 0081 , lines 10- 

14). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al.'s 
invention with the above mentioned limitation as taught by Inoue et al. in order to keep 
secrecy of the information. 
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Regarding claim 25, Zeresl<i, Jr. et al. and Jolinson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above {see claim 19). 

Johnson et al. discloses receiving a recently recorded live video featuring a 
speaker (see col. 1 , lines 25-36). 

However, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. fails to specifically disclose the 
method further comprising: receiving an encoded video segment; decoding the encoded 
video segment to obtain one of the recently recorded video segments; and encoding at 
least one of the requested video programs prior to delivering the at least one requested 
video program, wherein the decoding scheme used to decode the encoded video 
segment is independent of the encoding scheme use to encode the at least one 
requested video program. 

Inoue et al. discloses receiving an encoded video segment (see paragraph 0080, 
lines 6-9); 

decoding the encoded video segment to obtain one of the recently recorded 
video segments (see paragraph 0081, lines 10-14); and 

encoding at least one of the requested video programs prior to delivering the at 
least one requested video program (see paragraph 0084, lines 1-13), 

wherein the decoding scheme used to decode the encoded video segment is 
independent of the encoding scheme use to encode the at least one requested video 
program (see paragraph 0081, lines 10-18). 
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Therefore, it would liave been obvious to a person of ordinary sl^ill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Zeresl<i, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al.'s 
invention with the above mentioned limitation as taught by Inoue et al. in order to keep 
secrecy of the information. 

Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zereski, 
Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,654,886) and Johnson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,961,061) as 
applied to claim 20 above, and further in view of Schwoegler (U.S. Publication No. 
2004/0010372). 

Regarding claim 22, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al. disclose everything 
claimed as applied above {see claim 20). However, Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et 
al. fail to specifically disclose as to wherein the requestor is a server. 

Schwoegler discloses wherein the requestor is a server (see paragraph 01 15, 
lines 5-11). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Zereski, Jr. et al. and Johnson et al.'s 
invention with the above mentioned limitation as taught by Schwoegler for the 
advantage of requesting weather conditions. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of tine extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to NNENNA N. EKPO whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1663. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian T. Pendleton can be reached on 571-272-7527. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding tine status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Nnenna N. Ekpo/ 
Patent Examiner 
July 1, 2009. 

/Brian T. Pendleton/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2425 



